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__= Look at programiimplementation methods

= Barriers and Successes at State and Local
Leve
= Compare and Evaluate MDEQ — SWPP

= 30 of 50 states responded
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= 23 states voluntary
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= 3 states mandatory — Delaware, Tennessee, and Utah
= 3 states have both for example:
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Minnesota- wHp is mandatory, SWIPP voluntary

WISCOﬂSIﬂ- mandatory for new municipal wells after May 1992 -

Ham ommunity water sources
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— = 2/ - Communities write their own
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= 17 - Consultants
= 14 — State Program Staff

(Many states checked more than one)




What incentives or financial assistance are
StEESH smg [0 Ororriote soLrce Welter
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~ = 25 - Trechnical Assistance —
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" 24 — Guidance Documents
= 13 — Grants

= O — Operator Certification
Credits

gerease in sanitary survey frequencies; pr|or|ty
points for DWRF;



\What type of seurce water pretection program
tralrirg cloes your stalie sorsor for
5%
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— = 25 Commumty&te-VBlts

= 21 —Workshop/Training Sessions
= 18 — Working with local SWP teams
= 16 — Conferences
= 6 — Internet
nteractive CD-ROM




Describe how. your state has linked sournce

Welter oroieciorn g P

- linkedithese-programs or
coordinate their efforts

= |daho DEQ provides a
storm drain marking toolkit
to communities

= Minnesota storm water
regulations incorporate
WHIPA’S; guidance
grevided for desigiRiand
placementermiitration
pasins in WHPA'’s




= Varying levels of interest and participation

= Many states acknowledged source water protection could
have a larger presence in watershed management plans
‘a better coordination of programs
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= Personnel resources

= | ack of community involvement

Politics




\What methods; are used to; determine
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~ = Many states defined success as “substantial
~  Implementation”

= Texas- complete contaminant source inventory,
developing a contingency plan, and implementing
at least one BMP

= Comprehensive SWP plans _
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= \What types of management strategies ( i. e. local
ordinances) are utilized in local source water protection
programs?

= How are they implemented or enforced?

= What types local outreach and education, strategies are
being used In communities?

caI health departments Involved with source water
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survay irformetorn 1s aveallzaole irclucing:

"= Weblinks to source water prot
= Rules and regulations
= Grant program details
= Management strategies used
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= hittp://www.michigan.qov/deq/0,160/,/-135-
653695 3919-201296--,00.htm|

= Jason Berndt at 517-241-4796 or BerndtjL@michigan.goV —
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